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Interview Summary 

Application No. 

10/622,899 

Applicant(s) 

hafendorfer.jam.es t. 

Examiner 

Bradley H. Duckworth 

Art Unit 

3632 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 


M ) Bradley H. Duckworth . (3) _. 

(2) David Clemin . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 08 May 2007 . 

Type: a)K Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 

If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 3.13.14 and 17 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)S was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 


Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Discussed petition decisionfcopy attached) and authorized examiners amendment 
to remove priortv claim from specification, as well as amendments to the claims as per the outstanding office action . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 


Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Date: 08 May 2007 

To: David Clemin 

From: Bradley H. Duckworth 

Application/Control Number 10/622,899 

Art Unit 3632 

Fax No.: 502-562-0958 

Phone No: 571-272-2304 

Voice No.: 859-231-3000 

Return Fax No.: (571)273-8300 

Re: 

CC- 


□ Urgent □ For Review □ For Comment □ For Reply ^ Per Your Request 


Comments: 


Number of pages (^including this page 


STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY 

This facsimile transmission is an Official U.S. Government document which may contain information which is privileged and 
confidential. It is intended only for use of the recipient named above. If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination, 
distribution or copying of this document is strictly prohibited. If this document is received in error, you are requested to 
immediately notify the sender at the above indicated telephone number and return the entire document in an envelope 
addressed to: 

Commissioner for.Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1450 
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NOV 3 0 2004 
OFFICE OF PETITIONS 


In re Application of 
James T. Hafendorfer 


Application No. 10/622,899 
Filed: 19 July, 2003 


DECISION DISMISSING 
PETITION 


Attorney Docket No. 101339.112335 : 

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1..10(d) filed on 
14 November, 2003, requesting that the above-identified 
application be accorded a filing date of 18 July, 2003, instead 
of the presently accorded filing date of 19 July, 2003. 

The Office apologizes for the delay in responding to the present 
petition and regrets any inconvenience to petitioner. 

Petitioners request the earlier filing date on the basis that the 
application was purportedly deposited in Express Mail service on 
18 July, 2003, pursuant to the requirements of 37 CFR 1.10. In 
support, petitioners have provided a copy of an Express Mail log 
book purporting to show that the application was deposited on 18 
July, 2003. Petitioners additionally assert that since the "time 
in" is marked 2:00 am on the Express Mail label showing a "date- 
in" of 19 July, 2003, the application must have been deposited 
with the USPS on 18 July, 2003. 

' Paragraph (a) of 37 CFR 1.10 states that: 

Any correspondence received by the Patent and Trademark 
Office (Office) that was delivered by the "Express Mail Post 
Office to Addressee" service of the United States Postal 
Service (USPS), will be considered filed in- the Office on the 
date of deposit with the USPS. The date of deposit with the 
USPS is shown by the "date-in" on the "Express Mail" mailing 
label or other official USPS notation. If the USPS deposit 
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date cannot be determined, the correspondence will be 
accorded the Office receipt date as the filing date. 1 
(emphasis added) 

At the outset, petitioners are reminded that correspondence 
should be deposited directly with an employee of the USPS to 
ensure that the person depositing the correspondence receives a 
legible copy of the "Express Mail" mailing label with the 
"date-in" clearly marked. Persons dealing indirectly with the 
employees of the USPS (such as by deposit in an "Express Mail" 
drop box) do so at the risk of not receiving a copy of the 
"Express Mail" mailing label with the desired "date-in" clearly 
marked. 2 In this case, it is unclear from the facts presented 
whether the individual who deposited the application in Express 
Mail did' so at a USPS customer service window or via a drop box. 
In any event, petitioners could have avoided the predicament that 
has now occurred by obtaining a copy of the Express Mail mailing 
label with the "date-in" completed before leaving the USPS 
customer service window. The Express Mail mailing label provides 
a means to verify the date that the application papers were 
deposited in Express Mail Post Office to Addressee Service. 

Further, in this regard, petitioner's argument that the above- 
identified Express Mail shipment must have been deposited with 
the USPS on 18 July, 2003 because the Express Mail label shows it 
was received at 2:00 am on 19 July, 2003, has been considered but 
is not persuasive. In the absence of evidence that the 
application was actually accepted by the USPS on 18 July, 2003, 
it cannot be assumed that the application was deposited with the 
USPS on 18 July, 2003, or any date other than the "date-in" 
marked on the official Express Mail customer label, which is 19 
July, 2003. 

Paragraph (d) of 37 CFR 1.10 states that: 

Any person filing correspondence under this section that was 
received by the Office and delivered by the "Express Mail 
Post Office to Addressee" service of the USPS, who can show 
that the "date-in" on the "Express Mail" mailing label or 
other official notation entered by the USPS was incorrectly 
entered or omitted by the USPS, may petition the 
Commissioner to accord the correspondence a filing date as 


See 37 CFR 1.6(a) . 
2 37 CFR 1.10(b) . 
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of the date the correspondence is shown to have been 
deposited with the USPS, provided that: 

(1) The petition is filed promptly after the person becomes 
aware that the Office has accorded, or will accord, a filing 
date based upon an incorrect entry by the USPS; 

(2) The number of the "Express Mail" mailing label was 
placed on the paper (s) or fee(s) that constitute the 
correspondence prior to the original mailing by "Express. 
Mail"; and 

(3) The petition includes a showing which establishes, to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner, that the requested 
filing date was the date the correspondence was deposited in 
"Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service prior to the 
last scheduled pickup for that day. Any showing pursuant to 
this paragraph must be corroborated by evidence from the 
USPS or that came into being after deposit and within one 
business day of the deposit of the correspondence in the 
"Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service of the USPS. 
Any statement submitted in support of such a showing 
pursuant to this paragraph must be a verified statement if 
made by a person other than an employee of the USPS or a 
practitioner as defined in § 10.1(r) of this chapter. 

The petition lacks the showing required by item (3) above. The 
present petition is not supported by corroborating evidence 
showing that the correspondence was deposited as Express Mail 
prior to the last scheduled pickup on the requested filing date. 
Petitioner has not explained whether the log book entry was made 
after and within one day of the deposit of the application with 
the USPS. Petitioner would need to provide an affidavit or a 
declaration of facts by the individual who made the log book 
entry and deposited the application with the USPS stating the 
procedure for depositing Express Mail with the USPS and recording 
Express Mail mailings in the above-mentioned log. 

Alternatively, petitioner should consider providing evidence from 
the USPS (e.g. Express Mail Corporate account Mailing Statement 
or an official letter) showing the date the application was 
accepted by the USPS. 

V 

In summary, the showing of record indicates that petitioners 
intended to deposit the application in Express Mail on 18 July, 
2003, however there is no showing that the application was 
actually deposited in Express Mail Post Office to Addressee 
service on that date. Petitioners should also note that there is 
no provision in the rules for a certificate of mailing by 
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"Express Mail". 3 In accordance with 37 CFR 1.10(d)(3), the 
Express Mail certificate of mailing may not serve as evidence of 
timely mailing because it was created prior to the deposit of the 
application in Express Mail. 

Accordingly, the petition is dismissed . 

The application is being referred to Technology Center 3700 for 
examination in due course.* 

Telephone inquiries may be directed to the undersigned at 571- 
272-3231. 



Douglas Wood 

Senior Petitions Attorney 
Office of Petitions 


The requirement of 37 CFR 1.10(d) for a certificate of mailing by "Express 
Mail" has been waived by the Commissioner. See 1174 O.G. Pat. Of. 92 (May 16, 1995). 


